
Sayers, Margery 

From: 
Sent: 
Cc: 
Subject: 

Sonny Goel <sonny.goel@gmail.com> 
Thursday, January 24, 2019 10:49 PM 
CouncilMail; Ball, Calvin 
Opposition to CR-3 2019 

[Note: This email originated from outside of the organization. Please only click on links or attachments if 
you know the sender.] 

Dear Howard County Council Members, 

Many thanks for giving me an opportunity to speak out against this proposal on Tuesday evening. 
This very tight space has several needs: 
1. Traffic light at corner of 108 and Linden Linthicum Lane 
2. Traffic light and correct 90 degree alignment of Shepherds Lane to 108 
3. Development of a retirement community 
4. Development of the River Hill Garden Center parcel. 

All four of these needs above can be achieved to the benefit of all the local residents and developers. There really is no 
reason to be at odds here. The problem is that the developer is asking for a road change that would: 
1. Not allow for a light at Linden Linthicum Lane (LLL) - currently, drivers struggle to make a left turn onto 108 from LLL, 
or from LLL to 108 - in either direction 
2. Limit the number of lanes on 108 such that there will continue to be a choke point there. For you information: I have 
started to drive home from 32/Great Star Drive via Trotter Road because 108 is so backed-up. 
3. Create a road path from 108 to Shepards Lane that is not the best option (windy and over a hill) for residents living 
down Shepherds Lane (Walnut Grove, Walnut Creek) and other communities down Folly Quarter that use this route 
4. Involve taxpayer dollars for a project we were told would not require public capital expenditures which is why they 
kept it out of the purview of public disclosure. 

Please note that not a single homeowner who lives near this proposed site (Including the Church and cemetery) is in 
favor of this .. Every HOA in the surrounding area is against this. I understand that this project falls squarely in the 
"jurisdicition" of Council Members Jung and Yungman, but each of the Council Members and HoCo Executive Ball need 
to vote to approve or decline this project. 

Please do what is in the best long term interests of this community where I have lived for nearly 20 years. 

Thanks so much for taking the time to read this email. 

Sincerely, 

Sonny Goel, MD 
11819 Shepards Xing, Clarksville, MD 21029 

On Tue, Jan 22, 2019 at 5:04 PM David/Kristina Elsaesser <elsaessers@gmail.com> wrote: 

Dr. Calvin Ball, Howard County Executive, 

Howard County Council Members: 
Liz Walsh, Opel Jones, Christiana Mercer Rigby, Deb Jung, David Yungman 
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Concerned Howard County Citizens BCCed: 
Please review the details of my opposition to CR-3 2019, which is attached to this email in the link below. 
If you haven't already expressed your opinions to our county leaders concerning development on MD108 and how 

developers are moving county roads for their purposes to the detriment of our safety and increased congestion on 
MD108 please reply to all and express your concerns. 

Attached here: Elsaesser Opposition to CR-13 2019 is the detailed explanation and written testimony of my 
opposition to CR-3 2019. 
I have signed up to speak on this issue at the County Council Meeting. 

Last week I attended one of Dr. Calvin Ball's Listening sessions at Centennial H.S. and and spoke out about the issues in 
the paper. 

I am opposed to the plan to realign Sheppard to the west and to the expenditure of any capital funds 
(including $1.26 Million) for this purpose as proposed in CR-3 2019, because it is not in the public 

1 interest and it is obviously in the interest of a single developer. It introduces a dangerous curve onto 
Sheppard Lane as it approaches MD108 and will exacerbate traffic congestion on MD108 
eastbound. After this proposed change it would no longer be possible to add an extra MD108 
eastbound through lane at the Sheppard Lane intersection to alleviate traffic congestion on MD108 
eastbound. 

This action to drastically realign our road is being taken without any public meeting to present it 
before it was developed and approved by DPZ. 

Please ensure that the county and its Planning and Zoning Department (DPZ) are acting in the best 
interest of the local community, Howard County taxpayers, and commuters and NOT in the best 
interests of a single developer. Please use our tax dollars for road changes that actually improves 
the roads for the benefit of the community. 

If Howard County has $1.3M available to allocate for road construction in River Hill you should give community 
members input on how that money would be spent. Moving Sheppard lane to the east as I have suggested would be 
much less expensive than the complex and defective intersection identified in CR-3 2019. At a minimum the county 
should fund its own independent engineering analysis at a fraction of this cost to obtain an unbiased determination on 
the best way to re-engineer Sheppard Lane and MD108, as opposed to turning over all this money to a developer that 
reached the conclusion benefiting themselves. 

Hopefully our new County Council and County Executive will reverse this ill-informed decision from the previous 
administration. 

Sincerely, 

David W. Elsaesser 
5737 Whistling Winds Walk, Clarksville, MD 21029 
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Sayers, Margery 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: 
Attachments: 

Susan Gray <susan@campsusan.com> 
Tuesday, January 29, 2019 12:34 PM 
Council Mail 
Susan Gray; Rigby, Christiana 
Additional testimony CR 3 2019 Part 1 
Council letter CR 3 2019 Final.pdf 

[Note: This email originated from outside of the organization. Please only click on links or attachments if you know the 
sender.] 

Please find additional testimony on CR 3 2019. The attachment referenced in this document (identified as Part 2) 
ill be sent as a separate e-mail. 
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Susan Gray 
6510 Paper Place 

Highland, Maryland 20777 
January 29, 2019 

Dear Councilmembers: 

Please accept the following additional testimony on CR 3 2019. 

Point 1: The documents below show that since Erickson began submitting 
proposals for the Erickson CCRC in 2017, the plans consistently have shown the 
realignment of Sheppards Lane and the construction of a Public Access Road 
(portion of western Clarksville Bypass) as two of the "Community Enhancements" 
that are part of the Erickson project and are projects that Erickson is paying for. 
(Nate: these materials reflect only some of the times Erickson has stated that these 
road improvements are part of its project or are paying for the improvements). The 
information balded is most important and succinct. 

1. Design Advisory Panel: Erickson 11/16/2017 submission (OAP 17-15) 

h ttps://www.howardcountymd.gov/LinkClick.aspx?fileticket=yfrY zgl wBYo/o 3 d&portalid = 0 

Pages 39 & 41 show Sheppards Lane realignment and 
widening; specify that Erickson will build these 
improvements as CEF Enhancement; and state that 
such improvements will not be built w /o approval of 
Erickson project. The documents further indicate these 
road improvements are part of the 4 to 5 million 
dollar CEF road improvements the County would not 
get without the approval of the Erickson project. 

(see images below) 
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Page 36 says Erickson project is proposing realignment and 
widening of Sheppards Lane (in manner of that shown in CR3- 
2019). 

Community Enhancements 
In addition to p1o'widina a tr~I'.' intearaled ccntiiuine: retirement comnunity for seniors of Howard County, the Applicant is proposing a number of significant Communit!' 
Enhancements. The proposed transportation e nb ance-r e nts provide much needed infrastructure trnpro·,ements aimed at aueviating e1isting issues rel.1ting to tnffir. r.ongestion, 
sig'lalization, and safety along tllls section or Route 108· Clarksville Pike. The oroposed Streehcape enhancements rellect the fir,t step in the implementation of the Clarksville Pike 
Streetscape Plan and Design Guidelines 

Proposed Streetscape Enhancements 

New muttt-use pathway along Route 108 
Developrtent ol a new pubti c linear park with bencn/ seating areas 
Creation of a public deg park 
Creation ol a new public playground 
Pc s slbte improvemenh to pedestrian connectivity north and south of the subject site (pending right of way availability and State/County approval) 

Proposed Transportation Enhancements 

For additional info, see: Pages 16, 17, 24, 25, 27 show Sheppards Lane 
realignment and Public Access Road (part of western Clarksville bypass) as 
part of the Erickson project. 

2. Design Advisory Panel: Erickson 11/16/2017-1/04/2018 submission (OAP 18- 
@ 
h ttps: //www.h owardcou n tymd.gov /LinkClick.aspx?fileti cket=z 9 [ AD Ag3 di 8 =&po rtali d = 0 

Pages 16, 24,27, and last page of document shows Sheppards Lane 
realignment and Public Access Road (part of Clarksville Bypass) are part of 
Erickson project. 

3. Design Advisory Panel: Final Erickson Presentation 1/24/18 (OAP 18-03) 
h ttps: //www.howardcountymd.gov/ LinkCli ck.as px?fileticket= WXh TFTR ORS 4=& portal id= 0 

All depictions of road network show Sheppards Lane realignment and Public 
Access Road (part of Clarksville Bypass) are part of the Erickson project. 

4. April 19, 2018 Technical Staff Report_for CB 59-2018 to amend General Plan to 
extend the PSA to Erickson and gas station properties, as well as Erickson's initial 
application dated July 28, 2017 and related letter of same date from Steven 
Montgomery, Erickson VP. 
https://www.howardcountymd.gov/LinkC!ick.aspx?fileticket=TIRo4[gXChk%3d&portalid=O 
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a) Technical Staff Report 

Pages 13 and 18 of this document show realignment and widening of 
Sheppards Lane and construction of Public Access Road (part of Clarksville 
Bypass) as part of the Erickson Project. 

Page 15 lists the specific road improvements to be provided by 
Erickson. Both the Sheppard's Lane realignment and widening, and the 
construction of a portion of the western bypass (Public Access Road) 
are improvements listed. 

TECHNICAL STAFF REPORT 

April 19, 2018 

Planning Board Meeting of March 29, 2018 
County Council Hearing to be scheduled 

Case No./Petitioner: GPA 2018-01/Council Chairperson at the Request of Erickson Living Properties II, LLC 

o implement ttiese policies the DCP proposes the following transportation improvements to Clarksville 
Pike, Sheppard Lane, and new public road that could be extended in the future: (see Fig. 11): 

"Streetscape/Pedestrian/Bicycle Improvements: 
Route 108 Corridor frontage 

• Construct multi-use pathway, connecting crosswalks, gathering areas and landscape in accordance 
with the Oarksville Pike streetscope and Design Guidelines 

• Potential multi-use path extensions both north and south of the Site 

Road Improvements: 
Route 108 Corridor, west of Linden-Linthicum Lane 

• Construct a public access road with the paten tial to connect to adjoining commercial properties to 
the west of the site, providing signalized access for these properties to Route 108. 

Linden Linthicum Lone at intersection with Route 108 
• Provide funding for signalization at the intersection with Route 108 when approved by SHA; 
• Convert the eastbound and westbound turn lanes to a shared through/right lanes; 
• Provide additional lanes an the east side of the intersection. 

Access to Site 
• Install a separate, dedicated left turn lane from Route 108 into the site; 
• Provide on acceleration lane far vehicles exiting west from site onto Route 108; 
• Install channelization to restrict exiting left turns from the site on to Route 108; 
• Install a deceleration lane for traffic entering the site from the eost. 

She para Lane 
• Provide a continuous eastbound left turn lane on Route 108; 
• Realign the intersection at Route 108 to improve safety;.._ _ 
• Widen Sheppard Lane to provide two lanes at the approach to Route 108; 
• Widen the westbound approach to provide two through lanes and a right turn lane along Route 

108; 
• Provide traffic signal in terconneetions from She pard Lane to the Route 32 interchal]ge. 
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b) Erickson's July 28, 2017 "Initial Submission Development Concept Plan. 

Pages DCP 4, 7, 10, 11, 12, 13 show the realignment of Sheppards Lane and 
the construction of a Public Assess Road (portion of western bypass) as part 
of Erickson project. 

c) July 28, 2017 letter from Erickson's Steven Montgomery accompanying 
above submission. 

Page 4 of 9 lists the road improvements Erickson will build if its project 
is approved. They include the Sheppard's Lane realignment and Public 
Access Road (portion of western bypass). 
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Under the Applican t's proposed CEF Distri ct, all of these underutilized subject properti es are 
aggregated and inJegra ted into a single connected design which allows for these sites to be 
developed to a more appropriate and socially beneficia! use while simultaneously allowing the 
Applicant to provide.Community Enhancements under Section 121.0.G farm excess of those 
which would be possible without the implementation of the flexible standards of the CEF 
District. Specifically, the Applicant wpropo · g the following as Gommunity Enhancements: 

Streetscape Enhancements: . 
Streetscape enhancements along the entire frontage of Route 108 in accordance with 
the Clarksville Pike Streetscape Plan and Design Manual, including, but not limited 
to, a multi-use pathway with connecting crosswalks. seating areas, and flowering and 
shade trees. 

Transportation Enhancements: 
- · Route 108 Corridor, west of Linden-Linthicum Lane 

(i) Construct Public Access Road with the potential ability to connect to 
adjoining commercial properties to the west of the Site to provide a 
signalized access to such properties, to Route 108. 

Linden Linthicum Lane at intersection with Route 108 
(i) Provide funding for signalization at intersection with Route 108 when 

approved by SHA; 
(ii) Convert the eastbound and westbound tum lanes to a shared thru/right 

Janes; 
(tii) Provide additional lanes on east side of the intersection. 

Access to Site · 
(i) Install a separate dedicated left tum lane from Route 108 into Site; 
(ii) Provide an acceleration lane for vehicles exiting west from site onto 

Route 108; 
(iii) Install a channelization to restrict exiting left turns from the Site onto 

Route 108; 
Install a deceleration lane for traffic entering the Site from the cast; 

(v) 

Realign inter.iectfon at Route- ) 08 to impl"ove safe,nr-,-,----' 
Widen Sbepparo Line to-provide 2 lanes at the-approach to Roufc 108· 
Widen the-westbound approach to provide two thru lanes and a .tlgb: 
tum lane alougRovte 108; 
Provide c signal intereonnection from Sheppard Lane to the Route 
2 interchange. 

Page4of9 

On page 5 of 9, Mr. Montgomery notes the connection between these 
improvements and approval of the Erickson project. He states: 

The Community Enhancements set forth above would not be possible but for 
the implementation of the integrated proposal set for (sic) in the Applicant's 
proposed CEF District and are proportionate to the scale of the development 
proposed by Applicant hereunder. 

Point 2: I am also sending under separate cover a copy of Erickson's June 27, 
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2018 document SUMMARY EVALUATION, FISCAL AND ECONOMIC EFFECTS, 
ERICKSON LIVING AT LIMESTONE VALLY, BY ERICKSON LIVING IN HOWARD 
COUNTY, MARYLAND. In this document, Erickson does its fiscal analysis of the 
project assuming the entire project was completed in 2018. (Note in particular the 
highlighted text on pages 22 and 23 of report). There is no discussion of 
infrastructure costs or who pays for such things as roads, other transportation 
improvements, and water and sewer facilities. CR3 2019 puts the burden for at 
least one Erickson improvement-the realignment of Sheppards Lane-- on the 
taxpayer. As seen by the prior use of the River Hill nursery, that property does not 
require the realignment of Sheppards Lane to use it as a commercial endeavor. The 
documents referenced above, as well Erickson's extensive public statements as to 
what "Enhancements" it will provide in exchange for CEF approval, clearly reveal 
that the Erickson project (and the cabal of those associated with it either directly or 
indirectly) is the primary beneficiary of the Sheppards Lane realignment. Are we 
now to see similar resolutions or capital projects to pay for Erickson's other 
infrastructure needs-for example the additional water storage facility already 
identified as being required because of the project.. .. the proposed Public Access 
Road .... possible increases in capacity of the waste water treatment plant and/or off 
property sewage transmission lines? 

Point 3: I also reference the 1987 Court of Appeals case: Inlet Associates v. 
Assateague House Condominium Ass'n, 545 A.2d 1296, 313 Md. 413 (Md., 1987). It is 
the seminal Maryland case regarding the use of bills and resolutions. Our County 
Charter requires all "legislative acts" ( with minor exceptions not relevant here) 
including changes to the General Plan and Zoning Text and Regulations to be passed 
by original bill, thus making the Council's actions subject to referendum if the 
requisite number of signatures are secured. Resolutions cannot be taken to 
referendum. CR 3 is impermissible because at a minimum it thwarts Howard 
Countians' right to veto the effective changes which will be made to the General Plan 
by providing for the third party realignment of Sheppards Lane and the constructing 
part of the Clarksville Bypass-two major changes to the road network that are not 
on the current General Plan. 

Point 4: If the Council approves CR3 2019 and commits the County to 
spending up to 1.26 million dollars for infrastructure for the Erickson project 
before approving its requested CEF zoning, how can one ever suggest that a 
subsequent rezoning hearing could be unbiased? 

I know some of the above information may be redundant, particularly in showing 
that the Sheppards Road realignment is a critical element of the Erickson project 
and that Erickson, to get approval of the PSA extension last summer, committed to 
funding and building it. Nonetheless, I hope the information is helpful. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Susan Gray 
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Sayers, Margery 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: 
Attachments: 

Susan Gray <susan@campsusan.com> 
Tuesday, January 29, 2019 12:36 PM 
CouncilMail 
Susan Gray; Rigby, Christiana 
Attachment (Part 2) to Testimony on CR 3 2019 
CB59-2018 written testimony fiscal analysis.pdf 

[Note: This email originated from outside of the organization. Please only click on links or attachments if you know the 
sender.] 

Please find Part 3 
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